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Art Unit: 2174 

DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-45 have been examined. 

Specification 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important 
that the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the 
abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal 
phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be 
avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in 
deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 5 
lines 18-25 the applicant makes two different references to item 5 of Figure 1 . 
Examiner suggests removing the reference to the drawing from the remote image form 
device or adding a separate reference to the drawing. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 16-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. The preamble of claim 16 is directed to an 
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apparatus, while the body of the claim is directed to a method. The claim, as an 
apparatus claim, lacks the elements that make the apparatus. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1-4,6-10,16-19, 21-25, 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because 
the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The language of the 
claim raises a question as to whether the claim is directed merely to an abstract idea 
that is not tied to a technological art, environment or machine which would result in a 
practical application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis 
of statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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9. Claims 1-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Unno 
("Unno", US 6,437,875). 

As per independent claim 1 , Unno discloses a method for modifying a message in 
an apparatus prior to sending the message to a receiver (Figure 24), the message 
comprising a plurality of parameters, each parameter having a parameter value, each 
parameter value initially set to a default value (Figure 24 item 3215), the method 
comprising determining when the user wants to modify at least one parameter and, 
when it is determined that the user wants to modify at least one parameter, for each 
parameter of the plurality of parameters, determining when the user wants to modify the 
parameter (Figure 24 item 3215). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Unno discloses a method 
comprising when it is determined that the user wants to modify the parameter, 
displaying a plurality of choices to the user, determining a user selection based on the 
plurality of choices and modifying the parameter value based on the user selection 
(Figure 44). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, Unno discloses a method 
comprising retaining the corresponding parameter default value when the user does not 
make a selection based on the plurality of choices (Figure 44 items 3375,3377,3379; 
each pull down menu inherently has a default value in this case A3 300 Gray). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1 , Unno discloses a method 
comprising when it is determined that the user does not want to modify the each 
parameter, retaining the corresponding parameter default value (Figure 44 items 
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3375,3377,3379; each pull down menu inherently has a default value in this case A3 
300 Gray), 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1, Unno discloses a method wherein 
the displaying is performed by means of an LCD display screen (Column 7 lines 8-1 1 ). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Unno discloses a method wherein 
each parameter is based on the receiver (Column 13 lines 30-33). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Unno discloses a method wherein 
the plurality of parameters comprises a receiver resolution, a compression and a paper 
size (Column 13 lines 30-33). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 1, Unno discloses a method wherein 
the message comprises an e-mail message (Column 17 lines 40-49). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1 , Unno discloses a method wherein 
the message comprises a facsimile message (Column 17 lines 40-49).. 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1 , Unno discloses a method 
wherein the method comprises sending the message (Figure 24; send). 

As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 1 0, Unno discloses a method 
wherein the sending comprises transmitting the message to the remote receiver by 
means of a communication network (Figure 13). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Unno discloses a method 
wherein the communication network comprises an internet (Figure 1 item 1012). 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 1 , Unno discloses a method 
wherein the apparatus comprises an image-forming device (Column 5 lines 13-16). 
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As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 13, Unno discloses a method 
wherein the image-forming device comprises a facsimile machine (Column 5 lines 18- 
24). 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 13, Unno discloses a method 
wherein the image forming device comprising a printing machine (Column 5 lines 15- 
16). 

Claim 1 6 is similar in scope to that of claim 1 , and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to that of claim 2, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to that of claim 3, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 19 is similar in scope to that of claim 4, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 20 and 35 are similar in scope to that of claim 5, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims21 and 36 are similar in scope to that of claim 6, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 22 and 37 are similar in scope to that of claim 7, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 23 and 38 are similar in scope to that of claim 8, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 24 and 39 are similar in scope to that of claim 9, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 25 is similar in scope to that of claim 10, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 26 and 33 are similar in scope to that of claim 1 1 , and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 27 and 34 are similar in scope to that of claim 12, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 28 and 40 are similar in scope to that of claim 13, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 29 and 41 are similar in scope to that of claim 14, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 30 and 42 are similar in scope to that of claim 1 5, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 31, Unno discloses a method for modifying a message 
in an apparatus prior to sending the message to a receiver (Figure 24), the message 
comprising a plurality of parameters, each parameter having a parameter value, each 
parameter value initially set to a default value (Figure 24 item 321 5), the plurality of 
message parameters thus initially having a corresponding plurality of parameter default 
values, the method comprising the steps of: determine when the user wants to modify at 
least one parameter (Figure 24 item 3215); when it is determined that the user does not 
want to modify at least one parameter, retain the plurality of parameter default values; 
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when it is determined that the user wants to modify at least one parameter, for each 
parameter of the plurality of parameters: determine when the user wants to modify the 
parameter; when it is determined that the user does not want to modify the parameter 
(Figure 44), retain the corresponding parameter default value; when it is determined that 
the user wants to modify the parameter, display a plurality of choices for the user; 
determine when the user makes a selection based on the plurality of choices (Figure 
44); when it is determined that the user has made a selection based on the plurality of 
choices, modify the parameter value based on the user selection; and when it is 
determined that the user has not made a selection, retain the corresponding parameter 
default value (Figure 44 items 3375,3377,3379; each pull down menu inherently has a 
default value in this case A3 300 Gray). 

As per claim 32, which is dependent on claim 31 , Unno discloses a method 
including a subsequent step of sending the message (Column 1 5 lines 62-66). 

V 

As per claim 43, which is dependent on claim 1 , Unno discloses a method 
wherein the user selection determining is performed by means of a touch-sensitive 
display screen (Column 7 lines 8-16). 

Claims 44 and 45 are similar in scope to that of claim 43, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. 
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• 5854693 teaches an image forming system featuring an interface on a 
printing machine with different parameters. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Monday-Thursday, 
and on alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2174 

RFP 
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